In this study, we examine the effects of core values on vote intentions and on individuallevel approval of Jeb Bush, the sitting governor of Florida, asking whether the effects of religious affiliation, long seen as a strong predictor of vote choice (Glantz 1959; Campbell et al 1960; Lijphart 1979; Wald and Shye 1995; Layman 1997; Powers and Cox. 1997; Conway 2000) , are as reliable a predictor of support for political candidates as are political core values. Examining data from a 2002 statewide survey of Florida voters and using religious affiliation as a measure of group affiliation, we contribute to the debate in political behavior over the relative influence of individual belief systems or values and groups. Our findings show that while groups do matter, more of the variance in candidate evaluation can be explained by the values of egalitarianism and moral traditionalism.
Our theory is derived from the seminal work The American Voter (Campbell et al 1960) . In this work, the authors propose the funnel of causality to explain vote choice.
In their model, group influence and individual values are equally proximate. By proximate, we mean that voters are equally likely to reference both group loyalty and individual values when making their vote choice. The problem with this model is that it does not sufficiently take into account a great deal of sociological research that finds it is the group that works to shape the values of the individual; therefore, the ordering of the influences within the funnel of causality is not accurate.
This ties into the larger debate over whether group or individual factors are more influential in the formation of individual perspectives (Weber 1963; Durkheim 1965; Wildavsky 1987) . While Campbell and his coauthors focus on explaining vote choice, we contend that the basic framework of the funnel of causality can be used to explain candidate evaluations as well. The literature that focuses on the psychology of political attitudes suggests that cognitive frameworks, or schemas, function in the formation of attitudes the same way described by the funnel of causality (Conover and Feldman 1984; Dalton 1988) . Therefore, our contention is that it is reasonable to apply this theory to both vote choice and candidate evaluations. Voting and candidate evaluations are simply polls taken on different days, albeit voting is a much more permanent act, but polls focused on vote choice and political evaluations seem to be just as unstable implying that they are related. 1 We alter the ordering of the original model, and in so doing offer evidence suggesting that while group still serves as the foundation of attitudes, values are more proximate to the evaluation of candidates.
The Influence of Religious Affiliation -Yes, But . . . of personal preferences that shape their behavior and these personal preferences, collectivized, shape societies (Weber 1963 ; see also Wald and Smidt 1993) . Concerning the influence of religion, Weber saw individuals acting "on the basis of their beliefs and ideas, and the ways in which they conduct themselves follow from the religious and 1 See Zaller (1992) for complete description of attitude instability and survey response.
The question of what forces motivate individual behavior is one that is
political conceptions to which they subscribe" (Hughes et al 1995, p. 90) , while on the other hand, Durkheim theorized that societies and the various organizations within societies created individual preferences and structured human behavior (Durkheim 1965;  see also Pals 1996) . Geertz continued this perspective, arguing that culture is a cognitive template from which we view the world, and that religion is a part of this framework (Geertz 1973 ).
In the body of contemporary literature, Wildavsky (1987) has extended the earlier arguments, contending that the social norms of the group serve as a better predictor of preferences than schemas or ideologies, and that these preferences emerge from social interactions. According to this long history of sociological literature, 2 individual preferences come from living in a community that encourages a shared set of values;
these values then turn around and legitimate the very culture from which they come, as well as the groups that exist in that society. In this way, culture guides preferences and these preferences reinforce the culture. Further, individual identity is developed through culture. As far as religion is concerned, these value cultures may be reinforced by religious organizations that exemplify the value identity and value conflict which lead to individual identity.
This debate is especially pertinent to the study of the influence of religious affiliation on individual members, since religion and religious institutions have been important to virtually every society in human history, and religion has always played a major role in the lives of individuals. Religions address central questions of human existence and of what it means to be an individual in a society. By offering answers to 2 The debate over the relative influence of groups and individual factors has continued beyond Wildavsky. For more contemporary references see Kawakami (2003) and Lockhart (2001) .
these questions, religious institutions have had a strong effect on individual behavior (Glantz 1959; Wald and Shye 1995; Harris 1994) , both public and private. Religion's effect holds in the world of modern politics as well, where it has been demonstrated that religious values have an impact on individual political attitudes (Leege and Welch 1989; Miller and Wattenberg 1984) .
There are, of course, a wide variety of religious traditions. Each tradition embodies within its creed and practices a certain idea of how the world works and of the place of the individual within the world, commonly called a worldview (Smart 1983) .
Differences between religious worldviews can be broad, such as the differing views between Christianity and Hinduism on the afterlife, or can be comparatively minor, such as the differences between the Catholic and Orthodox churches on which way one crosses oneself, right to left or left to right. Minor or not, the differences do matter to adherents; some things simply matter more than others. People who adhere to one particular religious tradition tend, of course, to hold broadly similar views on theological matters, and these beliefs may even be consistent across denominational affiliation (see Longino, Jr. and Hadden 1976) . But, it has also been found that people who share a common religious affiliation often share political beliefs (Campbell et al 1960; Wald et al 1988) and often vote in a similar fashion (Conway 2000) . The question is whether it is the religious affiliation that directs the vote choice of the individual believer, or whether it is the believer, socialized into society long before consciously choosing a particular (Campbell et al 1960) , along with other studies, led Converse (1964) To illustrate the concept of core values, consider the example of two children, one born into poverty and one born into wealth. Imagine that as she grows, the poor child sees how governmental assistance helps her mother put food on the table, and that later in life she uses a government-guaranteed loan to go to college. We might imagine that this child will develop sympathetic attitudes towards governmental programs. The rich child, on the other hand, grows up hearing her father complain about governmental assistance to the poor as a waste of taxpayer dollars, and spends her summers working at her father's company in order to help pay for her tuition. She is likely to learn different lessons about the government than is the first child. Now imagine that both children grow up to be successful members of the business community; each becomes wealthy, they both buy houses in upper-class areas, and join the same churches. Even though they are in parallel adult circumstances, it is likely that the now-rich adult who grew up in poverty will be more inclined to view governmental assistance to the poor as a good thing than will the adult who began life as a rich child, and that the former is still more likely to support government assistance to the needy than the latter. As previously mentioned, before Converse's (1964) seminal paper on mass belief systems, political scientists believed that the structure of these systems was determined by individual ideology; following Converse (1964) , however, this perspective waned (Feldman 1988) . While Converse contended that the mass public was largely incapable of demonstrating ideological constraint (the ability to appropriately place issue positions on a left/right liberal/conservative continuum), he did contend that constraint may be based on "some superordinate value or posture toward man and society, involving premises about the nature of social justice, social change, 'natural law,' and the like" (p.
211). The implication is that there may be an underlying core value or set of core values that structure an individual's attitudes or preferences about a set of political issues.
All of the research done in light of Converse has shown that an individual does not need a sophisticated ideology to determine her political preferences because they may be based on how well policies or political actions match certain beliefs held by an individual (Feldman 1988 Feldman (1988) found that core values centered on equality of opportunity, economic individualism, and attitudes towards free enterprise contributed significantly to the structuring of political evaluations (see also Jacoby 2002) . Survey research has also demonstrated the link between an individual's views on social welfare policy and that individuals' beliefs regarding individualism, humanitarianism, the proper role of government, and other abstract values and principles (Feldman and Zaller 1992) . Other research on core values has found that both individualism and authoritarianism are important in shaping Americans' racial attitudes (Sniderman and Piazza 1993) , and that core values related to militarism and authoritarianism are associated with attitudes on foreign and defense policy issues (Peffley and Hurwitz 1993; Hurwitz and Peffley 1987) .
The general consensus of the core value literature is that core values serve as a framework that structures attitudes. Understanding the way in which core values are structured is, therefore, the key to understanding how these values influence attitudes.
(see Rokeach 1973; also, Schwartz and Bilsky 1987; Schwartz 1992 ). This implies that there is some hierarchical ordering of considerations (Rokeach 1973) . While this study does not explore this question, it is important to consider both the attitudinal influence of values as well as the actual structure of values as a theoretical backdrop that illuminates why values would even fit into the funnel of causality.
The Funnel of Causality, Religious Affiliation, and Core Values
As a result of the shortcomings of research that relied on a more sociological approach to explaining behavior and attitudes, the authors of The American Voter proposed a funnel of causality that incorporated sociological and psychological factors (Campbell et al 1960) . All of these factors are incorporated into the funnel, ordered by their level of influence in determining the final outcome, which, for the Michigan researchers, was vote choice. Those factors that are most influential are most proximate to the exiting end of the funnel. The funnel of causality holds that when making the final vote choice, individuals are more influenced by issue opinions, candidate images, and party attachments. Party attachment is a product of group loyalties and value orientations which come from economic structure, social divisions, and historical patterns. In this funnel, the American Voter team suggests that group loyalties (which include church affiliation) hold the same position as value orientations.
Our study takes the concept of the funnel of causality and examines the influence of core values and the influence of religious affiliation on an individual's evaluation of a political candidate. While the influence of religious affiliation on vote choice has been documented (Wald and Shye 1995; Wald et al 1988; Conway 2000) , in this paper we look at the relationship of religious affiliation to support for a political candidate in the (Stanley and Niemi 1994) . In the United States, Hispanics are mostly Catholic (U.S. Census). Cubans are the largest single Hispanic population in Florida (U.S. Census), and are mostly Republican (Hill 2001) . Given this, and the fact that there is mixed party identification among other Latinos, we expect support for Bush to vary. After the influence of core values are considered, however, the Proximity Hypothesis contends that religious affiliation will not be as strong an indicator of support for Bush as are core values.
Data and Methodology
The data in this study come from a telephone poll of 601 Florida residents conducted in June 2002 by the Florida Voter survey organization. The sampling frame was drawn using a random-digit-dialing (RDD) procedure. Each respondent was further qualified to ensure that he or she was at least eighteen years of age and a permanent resident of the state. 3 Generalizability is limited because these data are at the state level, rather than national, but this also allows us to demonstrate that similar phenomena are happening at the state level. 4 Further, the tests employed here can easily be replicated using a national dataset. The strength of using state-level data to look at a potentially national phenomenon is that the theory can be evidenced at multiple levels.
A series of logistical regression models are employed to test the Proximity 
Explanatory Variables
Religious Affiliation is measured using a two-stage process that first uses the following survey item: "Is your religious affiliation Traditional Protestant, Evangelical Christian, Catholic, Jewish, or something else?" Next, the respondents who replied "something else" were probed and if they said they were Methodist, Episcopalian, Congregational, This classification scheme conforms to previous studies (see Wald 1993 ; also see American National Election Studies). Any respondents who were not affiliated or who identified themselves as a member of another religion (such as Islam) were excluded from the analysis as a reference category. Dummy variables were created for each of the four affiliations in the analysis.
Principal components factor analysis indicated that given this survey's indicators, there were two dimensions of moral traditionalism, which are apparent in Table 1 .
Values over .5 indicate that the item reliably loads on that factor, and the higher the correlation the more that individual item groups on that factor. We call the first dimension Traditional Lifestyles Values, and it was created using an index scale consisting of three items: (TL 1 ) "This country would have many fewer problems if there were more emphasis on traditional family ties", (TL 2 ) "The newer lifestyles are contributing to the breakdown of our society." (TL 3 ) "The world is always changing and we should adjust our view of moral behavior to those changes." These Likert-type scaled responses ("strongly disagree" through "strongly agree") were coded from -2 through +2
with higher values representing more traditional outlooks, except for TL 3 where strong disagreement with the statement indicated a more morally traditional outlook. This response was recoded to have a correlated substantive direction. Reliability analysis indicators adequately correlate ( = .489) to create a scale. and created an index with the following items: (TM 1 ) "All in all, family life suffers when the woman has a full-time job", (TM 2 ) "It is more important for a wife to help her husband's career than to have one herself", and (TM 3 ) "A husband's job is to earn money; a wife's job is to look after the home and family" ( = .647). Respondents were again asked to state how strongly they agreed with these statements on a Likert-type scale where higher scores represented a more traditional outlook. All responses were again coded on a scale from -2 to +2, and then summed. Although these two indices (TM and TL) are positively correlated (r = .37, p < .001), the results of a principal components factor analysis suggest that they capture different value dimensions. We expect a positive 
Control Variables

Party Identification is coded as a dichotomous variable that includes Democrats and
Republicans (Republicans = 0, Democrats= 1). Independents were excluded from the analysis as a reference category. Race is measured using two dummy variables for black and Hispanic identification, and white identification was excluded as a reference category. Gender is recoded as a dummy variable (0 = male, 1 = female). Race and gender are included as controls because previous research has indicated that each is related to Democratic Party support (Tate 1993; Clark 1999,2000; Dolan 1998 ), and therefore, support for Jeb Bush, a Republican, may be influenced by both race and gender. Attentiveness to Government Affairs is intended to gauge the degree to which respondents pay attention to government. Since it should be expected that those who do not follow governmental affairs will not have the information available to "Which of these statements comes closest to describing your feelings about the Bible:
One, the Bible is the actual word of God and is to be taken literally, word for word; or, Two, the Bible is the word of God but not everything in it should be taken literally, word for word; or Three, the Bible is a book written by men and is not the word of God", (R 3 )
"Do you consider religion to be an important part of your life, or not?", (R 4 ) "Would you say your religion provides some guidance in your day-to-day living, quite a bit of guidance, or a great deal of guidance in your day-to-day life?" The responses were coded so that higher numbers indicated higher religiosity or attendance and then summed ( = .700). Cohen 1989; Cohen and Liebman 1997; Glaser 1997; Lerner et al 1989; see also, Wald et al 1990 see also, Wald et al , 1988 , but previous research has not adequately explored variation within each tradition. Green et al 1993; Green and Guth 1988) . Therefore, it should be expected that Evangelicals would most likely vote Republican. This relationship is confirmed in Figure 1 . Traditional Protestants come in second, with Catholics next, and finally the likelihood of Jews voting Republican is significantly lower. This confirms the reliability of these data, because the expected relationships exist. Table 3 about here While these graphical displays and descriptive statistics help to lay the foundation for the models, they do not offer a test of the Proximity Hypothesis. The logistical regression models in Table 3 , however, do lend support to the contention that values are more proximate to both approval of Jeb Bush and Republican vote intentions. While the evidence is more convincing in approval models, the vote intention models also lend support to the hypothesis. The coefficient to standard error ratio reported in Model 1
indicates that there is a significant and positive relationship between Traditional Protestant and Evangelical Protestant identification and approval of Bush, as well as
Republican vote intentions. As expected there is not much of a relationship between
Catholic identification, vote intentions, and approval of Bush (perhaps as a result of large
Cuban population). Jewish identification is negatively correlated with both approval of
Bush and Republican vote intentions, but is not significant in the vote intentions model (approaches .10). Overall religious affiliation seems to predict these attitudes fairly well (5 of 8 are reliable). The power of these findings is that they hold up when controlling for alternative explanations. These effects hold up even when party identification, race, gender, and religiosity are held constant. Again, it is important to remember that if values are more proximate to the final outcomes in the model but religious affiliation still matters then religious affiliation must be significant when controlling for alternative explanations other than values. Regardless, it is important that they are all included for both substantive and theoretical reasons. Substantively, they must be included because they have either been previously shown or demonstrated in this study to be relevant to evaluations of government officials.
Theoretically, they must be included to provide support for the Proximity Hypothesis.
The two models must control for the same factors if the effects of each are to be Overall, these findings indicate that in the funnel of causality values are more proximate to vote intentions and individual approval of Jeb Bush 6 . The fact that religious affiliation was significant before controlling for values indicates that this relationship is meaningful but that variance within groups can be explained by values. Further evidence of this effect is offered with the interactive models. Again, because we contend that religious affiliation matters but variation of attitudes within each tradition can be explained by value differences, we would expect some interactive effects. because the relationships were all in the expected direction in the non-interactive models.
Regardless of the direction of these interactions, it appears that there is some variance across groups with regard to how values are used to make judgments. Overall, the interactive models lend further support to the contention that group affiliation matters but values are more proximate to final evaluations.
Discussion
The effects of core values are apparent, but how they are acquired is not. 
